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R. 68/2000-RkR?p3F 

RT.RR.fR. 465 ( 3T).—HW, T^RT^cR? tfTRT (Rjfar R7^ Rk R%RTR kk^R RT uft Rlfel l^eRT RR kPlfar 3?k 
kWR <mi fWT, 1995%fRRR 18 3?k fwi 20 % RTO Rf3R, Rlm^K kftRl CRfkfRRR, 1975 (1975R5T51) 

^ RKT 9RT Rlt -3RRRT (1 ) £TCT R5R RlfaRTRt RR RrW RTRt 7T7T kk rNi^cRT, %R$R iSrRTR-lgcRT kk ( Mw) 3TRkl 
Rfr-W'l fsml 5RI m-0<st 7 4KR<), 2000 R?t RlftfT 3TTSRT Rit RRTRt RRR % %T*, R1RT RTR>K % fRR H4IC14, (RR7R iRRTR) RTt 

3#trrri wn 8 / 99 -Rkrr^pR, vmte 22 ^m-d, 1999 k k^RM^R rtUrr Rink %, :— 

3R1 RfR^-ii k,— 

(i) RIRift % R4FT RT flHff'ffijcl R3T RJTRTT, R«1^ : — 

“RTTRft 


sCTR. ^RRRRTR fRRfoRIRf/RTRTRRT RR IRTR (RfR f+iriilllH 

RTR 3l4R°bl -SlcK k ) 


1. 

RTRTR 

3TT7H^ %fRR1RT %. 

2.28 



fRRTjfRfk ^RR Rt. fPl. 

2.23 



#ili kr. 

2.16 



R^ 3RR 3cRI<;<Vp1Hlf1=64i 

2.28 

2. 

tRr 

-3RR Pi'nia^nl 

2.30 

3. 

Rt^RIRT 

3RR kTRTRRiRT 

2.08 

4. 


3FR ri4laR.fi! 

2.28”; 


( 11 ) R^fkRR Rjt TR^ftRRRI 1 % RR k ^fkngRTfRR! f^vRT RTTR7TT 3lk RRiR yifi&MiPRfl Rwl4RU| 1 % R7RTR, 
PinRrlkacI 3TR:R4TfRR fRiRT WIRTT, R«li^ : — 


2—1JR RfRTJRRT % RRtRR % leUj, R%Rlfer 4fl<rR> % 3^U5 g i % krFR R A(Wl 75TRi7 Rlt RIRTkl 7>R^ R 
R?f Pi Pi HR R7 Rift fkfRRR R7 Rtt Ri^pR RTR5TT SKI RpRT^JRRf ■STfkfRRR, 1962 ( 1962 RiT 52 ) R»f RKT14 R>P 
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[xpr. TT. 354/133/98-^.anr-^-C^)] 
3T?TM fTTO f?RfT, 3TOT Tff^T 

fi rqyBT : Tpjj aifaq^tl ^1. 8/99-wi*H^[W, akl<3 22 1999 MTOT % TTapT*, oi«i*<k u i ^^ 48(31), 22 

tiRqft, 1999 SHI H+nlfRI ^ ' 


MINISTRY OF FINANCE 
(Department of Revenue) 

NOTIFICATION 

New Delhi, the 19th May, 2000 
No. 68/200<)-Customs 

G.S.R. 465(E) .— In exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (1) of section 9A of the 
Customs Tariff Act, 1975 (51 of 1975) read with rules 18 and 20 of the Customs Tariff (Identification, 
Assessment and Collection of Anti-dumping Duty on Dumped Articles and for Determination of Injury) 
Rules, 1995, and to give effect to the Order passed by the Customs, Excise and Gold (Control) Appellate 
Tribunal, New Delhi, dated the 7th February, 2000, in M/s. Oswal Woollen Mills Ltd. vs. The 
Designated Authority (Anti-Dumping Division), Ministry of Commerce, Government of India, New 
Delhi (Appeal No. C/73/99-AD with C/Stay/186/99-AD), the Central Government hereby makes the 
following amendment in the notification of the Government of India in the Ministry of Finance 
(Department of Revenue), No. 8/99-Customs, dated the 22nd January, 1999, namely:- 

In the said notification,- 

(i) for the TABLE, the following shall be substituted, namely:- 

"TABLE 


S.No. 

Name of the 
country 

Name of the Producer/Exporter 

Amount 

(in US $ per kg.) 

(1) 

(2)_ 

(3) 

(4) 

I 

Japan 

Asahi Chemical Industries Ltd. 

2.28 

Mitsubishi Rayon Co. Ltd. 

2.23 

Toyobo Co. Ltd. 

2.16 

Any other producer/exporter 

2.28 


1 

Any exporter 

2.30 

3. 

Hu£u3jS9m 

Any exporter 

2.08 

4. 


Any exporter 

2.28"; 


(ii) the Explanation shall be re-numbered as Explanation I and after the Explanation I as so - 
re-numbered, the following shall be inserted, namely:- 

“Explanation II.- For the purposes of this notification, the rate of exchange for conversion of 
US $ into Indian rupees for levy of the anti-dumping duty shall be the rate of exchange 
determined by the Central Government in terms of clause (a) of sub-section (3) of section 14 
of the Customs Act, 1962 (52 of 1962), as in force on the date on which the relevant bill of 
entry is presented under section 46 of the said Customs Act.”. 

(F. No. 354/133/98-TRU(Pt)l 
PRASHANT KUMAR SINHA, Under Secy. 

Foot Note : The principal notification No. 8/99-Customs, dated the 22nd January, 1999, was published 
the Gazette of India, Extraordinary, vide G.S.R. 48(E), dated the 22nd January, 1999. 
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SlfUfJxiii 

19 Mi, 2000 
#. 69/2000-T ftmy^ 


~w< 466(3T).— 3lfi)ffri mfcFJTlfl, tftq ^Wcf[ q^TFR H vRqf#i qr cT^T 

>M? tfTOJKJ. ete Ml&pRn, 1975 H975 W 51 I 4) SHWtft 

ILz ;smm ** tl#w ^ lfera n* *«* <iwm He** mm 

51 11 WI ‘L w * wmNn urn r isn; i, .nfry 2 o nr?!. «m q scrf^a 

>wq m7W® rqwif 4 sheik qu |- fl ppg^ ^ ^ ^ _ 


li [ 


iiii i 


r^.r ' J | 7T?n ^ T ” ^Tlftcl R c[?T £ foqicT f#J qq q^ #q. ; gjy VTR?J ^ 

’I'i*MIcT ^IHIR ^cq q qq R fi-bqT r RTf ?, fTRf) qf^ 7 - r Tfq>'-£|'dg qjq-q ^ 

Wffp-j rift qvT enfc^ sffrr q^ ^ ^ 

r f cjiiqrar gin qq<fi ^q ^ a/ft q/fta ft 


ftPFTqg # 


3?fft1%a Rfepqlff q> ft/qq/ q> 3TTE.TR qq ^ ^ 

WSm ' W. 3, iJTO |j I, rjjfm 6 M. 1998 q Wlt^TcT 3TfsftRRT 

WmVT \ 22/98. tfftTRJRJv, cTlfr® 6 M?, 1998 RTTcfTTfa 243 |3T | TTTfRj 6 M? 199ft I 
i?M gmqrp-q arf^RlftcT q?| ft * 


3TR 3TfftfftcT HRcT <5 TKim, SIRE-TIRT. qjq 1, ^ Tqfftq 27 3TTR?T 

1998 ft qqqtlrcl 3fqq 3Tfciq fftwftf q <jiq fftrqnj qq q^-ft ^ 

II I JPl qiJRFR ft /3^qrf>cT FT cJF! ft PRlft fft/ qq ft? qftp cjq RRcT # 

t^TqtcT RqRT JJc=q ft cqq qg f^nq trtj ^ 
lii i erc| 'jcfrq c^t cnfecqp arfci tqrtft t _ 3 tr 

mi I irtJRq?q q RRiftcT 7JT Wt Tf McT qq f?Jqqq?T qTc=IT ^ qRq 

?RT ^jpt gq erfct q^t t, 

3TR 3?f£rf!R qTf^Tft ^ x^cffcm f^qrqf cP 3qETR q? cq^q ^TRTR q qqfcT $ 

CiRTTLTRTJT ' ^ H- ^ 3, li | . Rfftg 27 3TRJTR 1993 q qcfqf^lcT 

m^FU RSURT 81/98-^qT?Jc^, WI^T 27 3?^. 1998 IROgqofto 644 |3T | 
nRRIT 27 3TcRpR, 1998 I g'RT qfcT R^q ?JRTT 3TfE^Trfef ^ t | 

_ ^;^qRI^. virqiq ?JRf5 3fr? Ruf f^TRFT 3qfleT 3Tf^RTRiq ^ 3qM 3TfrR 3qq?T 

^ 15/2000-q.^t, cTTfr^ 21 RqgfT, 2000 q 3RI qTcfl ^rrsr q? erf^cT fcjRTT 
t % ^tq RMcTT^t JRRRq ^ RcMTf^rf 7JT cf5f ^ ft# f%qj W ^ qrfcfj cJ5T qRcT q>> 

^ 3TRR q#cp fftqfw Rqq qmqqgf^icl fft nfelf^cl q# ^ qf rPTTfecT 9TRP 
3T£ftq wr qcprq, 

1 . qi?qr q?HR ?q^/qcpqq^ i^q j gq^qi^R 18.35 3 Rftf^cffr 

2 . qT^MT q?ReT f^PRcT 3ik cfTRq'l^H 24.51 3Tftfftcjft ^TcR 

3 ' ^ ^ WTT^ ^ WRTRR |fftq #d q^T I 19 . 22 3Tftftgft ^TcR 

4. f^fqfftqqT fftrqTcFT 3it? qcRIMlc? cT)KMj^jq 24.95 3 qffictf| ^TcR 


S). $■ 
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5. WTT HF-f WMIRRTH 22.69 3%%)- ^Tef? 

6 . f%||^ rRh 4>% cftf%EoRT IRRI I WM%FT fcHf^TS^g 19.22 3TRftcf?|' WRR 

7 3RJ Riff Pli|fr|cf)cli 24 95 3R%% ^TcR 

3% 13RETR% ^ 3T7% RRcT ^ 3Tf^f1%rT %%% 7# 3?frFf cTTfRl 27 

3FTRR, 1998 Tfft gfe' 7f?T RTfrfl t 3TR RT%R 2 fclcPRR, 1998 77R Rjfig REf 3R7RET f%TT 
vjilctl I? | 


3TTR 3lfaf% %%% A R%T?JcR?>, 737R1R RIcR) 3fTR RRuf f%EFT 3TfTef 3rf-1c6RTR 

7RT wfTFT f%R Rcftw cfR teWr t | 

3T<R 3fR, 7p%R RTRTf/TR, RflRT?]e76 3Tf7%7JR, Tfff 7TTRT 3 Tjft 17WRT 

16 | cE RPR Rf% 7TTRT 937 % EFTc-URT |i | 3% R%7R]eR/ 3%f%R 1962 11962 TfR 52 I 
tA SRRT 25 % RfTP II | RF r RR7RT YlforRiT 7JR %TR 7FRR |TR vjJR TRW A 
fcWT RRtfeiR IRT3RR %TTR i ¥l 3TAlR££Hi RRsRT35 81 /93%RT?JeR7 , cnf% 27 37/f^RR, 
1998 iwomofoo 64 4 |3T | cTTfRR 27 3T7EJ3R, 1998 TfR, TFT WT 7f> %RRT 3%7ET?f 7?7% 
gP. f%# RRT 3rfs%RF ^ tjcf f%R R7R ft RT R7% RR efpT f%TT W t, 7% RFIR-pfr 
RTRRF>R R 13RRTf% RT RRT R| Mel 1%RT RRT vJRrT R%RJcR5 3%f%H % RerA 

A RftR TR5TFE 27 04 A 3177% 3% RTF! % % RR, RfR 73TR6T ^RTRt \3R7R7R 
TTR% 75 Wl 12 I A crf% f%%E7fr3R RTRT 3% HIRR A 3T]RTTcT f%RT RRR, TJTftT 
R%fF%E 3%f%R, % SRRT 46 317.% RRRT1 R%T-RE1 cf?T efRRl cJR RS-TT %oT 

fc%RR tjR rr ^ yfcf f%?T R? HRcfm trM R RFRf%f% 7J7RT RTR% 7ft retr 13 | R 
vJRRfltTT R 7 ^ PR'TF' TTFR ^ jtrf .%Tfrf% 37% R I 


TER TT 
1. 

2 . 

3 

4 

5 

6 
7. 


~f~f%i 3 Vin ____ T?? 1 ^ ^ 

W^n RTPTRT 7f% %% / Rcm% |^R 1 7ERR%TR 18 35 3R%% ^TRR 

%TReT f%ReT 3% R7m% TERrRrTR 24 51 3TRf%R IgTeR 

WRff 7%T %% RdRT% % 7RRT%?TR |f%%ef % I 19.22 3%%?! ^T5R 

f%f%T f%TRR ?R% 3% R7RR% 7ERRt%FI 24.95 3TRf%R ^TeTR 

TTT^HT RTT-f ^5R€TTf 7fRRq%TR 22 69 3%%R IgTeR 

1RT% %1%7R 7f%WR |% | 7RRR%Ff fc#T% 19.22 3E%7jR 

3RR T% RratrTTErft 24.95 3%%R ^TeR 


WH 3 Tf£% 7 RTT Tffr TRT^ RKT TRERT eT% RT ^RRTrf 7 ^ % fcrf%rfcTT g"RT %cj% 7 ^ 
3RRT7TT RR %t #ft % TncRTHcTcff RR RRRTR RR R?T t, 7% R? %RT?Je7E l^cRTR 
?JeRR RleTT 7^ (c%rW 7p f% RJc7f> cjff f%TRTcfT RR RR HTefl 7JR 31TRTcT | f%R, 1996 A 
7JRc|f% yfcjTRT 7f>T MleH <R7ctl ^ I 

TT%7f7RUT— fRT 3%RJRRT 7E Wil 7^ f% cjff RR’* RR Rf fc%TRR Tjff 

RR 3lf%cT t 7RT R%T?JcEf> 3{f?%raR, 1962 11962 TfR 52 I 7f?f £TRT 14 % '3R7TRT |3 I 7^ 
7R1S |7f) I cp 73RR% li I 7E 3T7% 7^%R RTR7ER RIRT 3%Rjf% RfTR | 


[RiT. IT. 354/95/98%.aTE.R. ] 

RRTET RiRK fRPRT, 3TO 
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NOTIFICATION 
New Delhi, the 19th May, 2000 
No. 69/2000-Customs 

G.S.R. 466(E).— WHEREAS in the matter of import of Metallurgical coke 
(hereinafter referred to as “Metcoke”) falling under Chapter 27 of the First Schedule to the 
Customs Tariff Act, 1975 (51 of 1975), originating in, or exported from, China PR, the 
Designated Authority vide its preliminary findings, published in Part I, Section 1 of the Gazette 
of India Extraordinary, dated the 20 th March, 1998 had come to the conclusion that - 

(i) Metcoke originating in, or exported from, China PR has been exported to India 
below normal value, resulting in dumping; 

(ii) the Indian industry has suffered material injury; and 

(iii) the injury has been caused cumulatively by the imports from the subject country; 

AND WHEREAS on the basis of the aforesaid findings of the Designated Authority, the 
Central Government has imposed anti-dumping duty vide notification No. 22/98-Customs, dated 
the 6 th May,1998 [G.S.R. 243 (E), dated the 6 l May,1998], published in Part II, Section 3, Sub¬ 
section (i) of the Gazette of India Extraordinary, dated the 6 th May, 1998 ; 

AND WHEREAS the Designated Authority vide its findings published in Part I, Section 
1 of the Gazette of India Extraordinary, dated the 27 lh August, 1998 has arrived at the final 
findings that - 

(i) Metcoke originating in, or exported from, China PR has been exported to 

T 'ib'T normal value; 

(ii) tne domestic industry has suffered material injury; and 

(iii) injury has been caused to the domestic industry by the dumping of the 
subject goods originating in, or exported from, China PR; 

AND WHEREAS on the basis of the aforesaid findings of the Designated Authority, the 
Central Government has imposed anti-dumping duty vide notification No. 81/98-Customs, dated 
the 27 th October,1998 [G.S.R. 644 (E), dated the 27™ October, 1998], published in Part II, Section 
3, Sub-section (i) of the Gazette of India Extraordinary, dated the 27 th October, 1998 ; 

AND WHEREAS the Customs, Excise and Gold Control Appellate Tribunal in its final 
order Nos. 6 to 15/2000 - AD dated 21 st January,2000 has inter-alia held that all imports of 
Metcoke exported from or originating in the Peoples Republic of China to India may be 
subjected to anti dumping duties at the following rates as indicated against each exporter; 


1 . 

China National Coal Industry Import/Export (Group) Corporation. 

US $18.35 

2. 

China National Mineral Import and Export Corporation 

US $24.51 

3. 

Shanxi Coal Import Export Group Corporation.(Minmetal Group). 

US $19.22 

m 

Ningxia Xiacheng Import & Export Corporation. 

US $24.95 

5. 

China North Industries Corporation. 

US $22.69 

6. 

Shanghai Pacific Chemicals (Group) Corporation Ltd. 

US $19.22 

m 

All other exporters 

US $24.95 


and that subject to these modifications, the final findings dated 27 th August,1998 of the 
Designated Authority are confirmed and that the corrigendum dated 2 nd September, 1998 is set 
aside. 
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AND WHEREAS the Designated Authority has accepted the above judgement of the 
Customs, Excise and Gold Control Appellate Tribunal 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (1) of section 9A read 
with sub-section (6) of section 3 of the said Customs Tariff Act and sub- section (1) of section 25 
of the Customs Act, 1962(52 of 1962), and in supersession of the notification of the Government 
of India in the Ministry of Finance( Department of Revenue)No. 81/98-Customs, dated the 27 th 
October, 1998 [G.S.R. 644 (E), dated the 27 th October, 1998], except as respects things done or 
omitted to be done before such supercession, the Central Government hereby imposes on 
metcoke falling under heading No. 27.04 of the First Schedule to the said Customs Tariff Act, 
originating in, or exported from, China PR and imported into India, by the exporters mentioned 
in column(2) of the Table hereto annexed, an anti-dumping duty of an amount equivalent to the 
rate indicated in column(3) of the said Table, converted into Indian currency with reference to 
the rate of exchange as in force on the date on which a bill of entry is presented under section 46 
of the said Customs Act, 1962(52 of 1962) 


S.No 

Name of the exporter 

Rate per 

metric tonne 

(1) 

(2) 

(3) 

1 . 

China National Coal Industry Import/Export (Group) Corporation, 

US $18.35 

2. 

China National Mineral Import and Export Corporation 

US $24.51 

3. 

Shanxi Coal Import Export Group Corporation.(Minmetal Group). 

US $19.22 

4. 

Ningxia Xiacheng Import & Export Corporation. 

US $24.95 

5 

China North Industries Corporation. 

US $22,69 

0 . 

Shanghai i^aciuc Chemicals (Group) Corporation Ltd. 

US $19.22 

7. 

All other exporters 

US $24.95 


Nothing contained in this notification shall apply to imports of metcoke by a 
manufacturer of pig iron or steel using a blast furnace if he follows the procedure set out in the 

Customs( Import of Goods at Concessional Rate of Duty for Manufacture of Excisable Goods) 
Rules, 1996. 


Explanation:- For the purposes of this notification, the expression “ rate of exchange” 
shall mean the rate of exchange notified by the Central Government under sub-clause (i) of 
clause (a) of sub-section(3) of section 14 of the Customs Act, 1962( 52 of 1962). 


[F. No. 354/95/98-TRU] 
PRASHANT KUMAR S1NHA, Under Secy. 
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19 Mi 2000 
it. 70/2000— 

m^rr.fa. 467( 3?).—aprfMftn TnfaMMRt, MirfRMT wm 3 stmiRw mt m*i 3 ftMfci m?t n$ rAm i^ cm ; tfr* arfafaMM, 
1975 ( 1975 MM 51 ) M?T M^PTt 31 jRJM) % 3?eHM 39 MI 31W1TM 40 % MRPfa STPt MNrfl SMISdld lilllSdR RMS ^ TIM) 
% STTMPf % MTM^ ff MTMT % RFsTTM, STMTMMM, MPT I, <3^ 1, 0l<1<3 23 MT^, 2000 ^ ydilRld SIMM MTlf^MM? PiMimT "M IRT fM l MT | f 
MTM^f f%— 

(i ) qilP.'Hi MMTFM M’" scniPtn Ml MFf ^ Pi^ildd '?MI5<MlH wlMi^cit-i STil RMS MM MTMT Mil PihPi <sm4> RTPTPM ^JMM r) 
MFR MT ftlMT MMI t f^TM%T MTPPM^M MTCT'gSTT f; 

(ii) MRcf^M 3TJPl Mil dlRMM 1(1 Pi H^mI i?; 

(ili) fMMMMTT i?T ^ STTMTcff 5RT 5lf% MilftlT ^ i; 

3tPC M? STPRMMT MM5P MMT % fMT fMMMMTT i?T Mf SdiiRci MI MFT ^ PwfRld MtMT^PfH Sl^d IMS' (1* Ml St T^M) % MMt 

SIiM idi MR 3?fdM 3TMMTR T, T % cifMd RSlt SprftPT MM it MTEMRtMT V[eMi STfMfHMM M>f MR* I 

STct: 3RM, ^iMOm RTRMMR, RTfaTrcjJRMT(MTfel MMJSlI Mi) HRMid, SRT MR ypimpid IjJi’M) MM PieiiR' J l 3 t)r Mil? lJ i TTMT ?J% 
MM STMMIRiM) fdMM, 1995 % fdMM 13 sftR 20 % RTTM Mfdd 3Md t-TldI(([cMT dpf) STfMpTMM M>) MTRT 9MT M>) "3MM1RT (2 ) (JRI MTTtf 
MTfMdMf MM MMlM MTR& inr 3TfafscT MlfuMMR) % PPMi'Mf % 3TTVR MR mJUtMI MMTP'M 3 VJCMlRcd MT M?T ^ p-Plifdd MM<T RTTMPJeMi 
SO.M 1 STftrfMMM Mil H?cil SpjRJM) % STtMTM 39 MT STtZTTM 40 % SppfcT 3TT% MTcTf ^Ml^elld MtMl^pfhT Sl^d RMS (!? M) s) T^M ) MR 
MIM MRTMM §mR 34M.K Mk' 41 % RTTM ( 2 ) *1 pjfcl fd^idMidi SKi Pi^in S^R MRd $ 3TTMPT fMTMt Mfp^ MlRMf % RMM ( 3 ) Mi) 

MMMRT M^lfe ■$ r^Rfie ?R ^ MHMRlMt MfcMT STfMRlfMd MRfft 11 

Trrmft 


MiM RTo 


^JpMTMiiTtR (3Tfh 'EM Si^RdM Slcdtl ^t) 

(D 

(2) 

(3) 

1. 

-fcrri gpMT median MHd! fafq^ (% Mi Rft) ■cfffiiRi; I|U|R|VW1 

124.00 

2. 

3PM RphrMidi 

124.00 


2. MS STftRJSRT 18 MM^MR, 2000 7TMT, ^3Md TTTRh3 Mt MpMfcTd t, MMTMl I 


RWtMTMTT—^M STfMMMMT % MMRlMf % fair MfflHlfefl ^JrMT MM MIRTTlM MtM RP7PT fMPTT W^RTT sfrR ^Rlt yfdH l fed 
MM RTMPpTT % M'-iNdl' % %P, PTP1.“ RPiMM 7R" MF 7R itMT ^ STfMfdMM, 1962 (1962 MM 52 ) M?t M1RT 14 Mlt RPTMTRT 

(3 ) % (MT) % 3H<3-S (l) % 3 TmR 'RlfMMMl MMMMlMMiRTf ^7, MMM-MMMMR, MTRM RTRMMR%fMTTMMTcTM (RTMIRMiMMPT) '5RT 
WIMMM^ STfMRJMMT M RfdRi^ ii, sfa“fMfMMMRR"% 3TMMTRM % -gRTTM TMTO ‘MM m % MMJTT MtR Mlt MTR^ 
itMTI 

[MM» RT° 354/32/2000-^3MR^] 
TT7ITMT fPPR ftp^T, STMR RlfMM 


NOTIFICATION 

New Delhi, the 19th May. 2000 
No. 7(1/2000—Customs 

G. S. R. 467(E).— WHEREAS in the matter of import of Ethylene Propylene Diene Rubber 
(EPDM), falling under Chapters 39 or 40 of the First Schedule to the Customs Tariff Act, 1975 (51 of 
1975), originating in, or exported from Korea RP, the Designated Authority vide its preliminary findings. 
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published in the Gazette of India, Extraordinary, Part I, Section 1, dated the 23"* March, 2000 has come 
to the conclusion that - 

i) Ethylene Propylene Diene Rubber originating in or exported from Korea RP has bear 
exported to India below normal value, resulting in dumping; 

ii) the Indian industry has suffered material injury; 

iii) the injury has been caused by the imports from the subject country; 


and has considered it necessary to impose anti dumping duty, provisionally, pending final determination 
chi all imports of Ethylene Propylene Diene Rubber (EPDM), originating in or exported from the 
subject country. 

NOW, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (2) of Section 9A of the said 
Customs Tariff Act, read with rules 13 and 20 of the Customs Tariff (Identification, Assessment and 
Collection of Anti-dumping duty on Dumped Articles and for Determination of Injury) Rules, 1995, the 
Central Government, on the basis of the findings of the Designated Authority, hereby imposes on 
Ethylene Propylene Diene Rubber (EPDM), falling under Chapters 39 or 40 of the First Schedule to the 
said Customs Tariff Act, originating in or exported from Korea RP when exported by the exporter 
mentioned in the column (2) of the Table hereto annexed and imported into India, an anti-dumping duty 
at the rate specified in the corresponding entry in column (3) of the said Table. 

Table 


s. 

No. 

Name of the exporter / producer 

Amount of duty 
(US$ per MT) 

mm 

(2) 

(3) 

i. 

M/s Kumho Polychem Company Limited 
(KPC), Korea RP 

124.00 


Any other exporter 

124.00 


2. This notification shall have effect upto and inclusive of the 18 th day of November, 2000. 
Explanation - For the purposes of this notification, the anti-dumping duty shall be paid in Indian currency 

and the “rate of exchange” applicable for the purposes of calculation of such anti-dumping duty shall be 
the rate, which is specified in the notification of the Government of India in the Ministry of Finance 
(Department of Revalue), issued from time to time, in exercise of powers under sub-clause (i) of clause 
(a) of sub-section (3) of section 14 of the Customs Act, 1962 (52 of 1962) and the relevant date for 
determination of the “rate of exchange” shall be the date of presentation of the “bill of entry”. 

|F No 3 54/3 2/2000-TRU] 
PRASHANT KUMAR SINHA, Under Secy. 


Printed hv the Manager. Govt, of India Press, Ring Road. Mayapun, New De!!ii-I 10064 
and Published by the Controller of Publications. Delhi-1 10054 











